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SPLIT INTRANSITIVITY IN TUKANG BESI MARK DONOHUE AUSTRALIAN NATIONAL UNIVERSITY
The Tukang Besi language has consistent nominative-accusative morphology on its verbs, yet syntactic processes show that we need to recognize a split in the intransitive verbs. The split is roughly along the lines of agentive/controlled versus nonagentive/noncontrolled, a division that has been used to characterize unergative and unaccusative verbs in some languages. Five grammatical tests are presented that demonstrate the different subclasses of intransitive verbs, including unergative and unaccusative.
INTRODUCTION. Tukang Besi is an Austronesian language spoken in
Southeast Sulawesi, Indonesia, and numerous small trading settlements in other parts of the archipelago. Morphologically it follows a nominative-accusative pattern in terms of its pronominal indexing on the verb, where there is an obligatory subject prefix,' and an optional object suffix in transitive verbs, yielding two basic transitive clause types, seen in (I) and (2).2 Intransitive verbs index their sole argument with the set of subject prefixes, and cannot appear with the object suffix indexing their sole argument, seen in (3-6). Additionally, nominals exhibit case marking along a Philippine-pattern, with one argument per clause selected as the grammatical pivot and bearing the nominative case marker na. This argument is the object if the verb bears object suffixes, and the subject otherwise. All other nonoblique nominals are marked with te '(nonnominative) core'. The set of subject prefixes and object suffixes is given in Table I . There is no distinction between singular and plural in the third person, [I1994] uses the term "split-S" with the same meaning), the interaction of different intransitive verbs with certain morphosyntactic processes shows the necessity of recognizing a difference between unergative and unaccusative predicates in Tukang Besi, and a further subdivision of unaccusative verbs into experiencer and nonexperiencer verbs. The processes examined here are the ability to appear with the comitative suffix -ngkene, the morphophonemic replacement found when the causative prefix pa-interacts with the subject infix <um>, the optional use of possessive marking on verbs as a replacement for subject prefixes, the ability to appear with the factitive prefix hoko-, and the syntactic result of combining with the prefix hoN-. Each of these processes will be examined in turn. In order to make the comparison as clear as possible, four representative verbs are taken to illustrate the properties examined here. Each of these verbs may be taken as representative of a wider class of verbs, however, and a partial list of some other intransitive verbs, and the classes into which they fall, are given at the end of the article. The four verbs used to illustrate these processes are rau 'yell', wila 'go', mohoo 'sick', and mate 'die, be dead'.
2. COOCCURRENCE WITH -ngkene 'COMITATIVE'. The applicative suffix -ngkene serves to add an extra object to the verb, and that object is the person with whom someone performs an action. A simple example is given in (7), to be compared with (i). There is clearly a split in the verbs, between rau and wila, which may appear with the comitative suffix, and mohoo and mate, which may not.
COMBINATION WITH THE <um> SUBJECT INFIX.
The subject infix <um> is found on a verb of a relative clause when the head of that relative clause is the subject. It is also found in main clauses, usually in combination with the irrealis set of subject prefixes, indicating a greater degree of intention on the part of the subject. The syntax of verbs that include this morpheme is rather complicated, and will not be discussed here. However, aspects of its morphophonology do shed light on the subclasses of intransitive verbs found in Tukang Besi. The <um> infix is inserted between the first consonant (if present) and the first vowel of the verb after the subject prefix, unless the first consonant is h, m, or w. These initial consonants are replaced by m, and <um> infixation does not occur. Table 3 .
This leads to a classification of intransitive predicates into two different sets, unergative and unaccusative. The second of these shows a split in its membership between experiencer verbs and other nonagentive verbs, here called 'nonactive', though this should be taken as shorthand for 'nonexperiencer nonactive'. This is diagrammed in Table 4 .
Since both experiencer and other nonagentive verbs share the property of acquiring a causative interpretation when combined with hoN-, they are grouped together as unaccusative, against the unergative verbs that may appear with -ngkene. A short list of some other verbs that fall into each of these three (sub-)classes is given in Table 5 .
In this article, I have sought to establish that split-intransitive phenomena, based on the agentivity/control of the subject, are relevant to a description of the syntax of Tukang Besi, even though the person/number-marking verbal morphology is strictly nominative-accusative and shows no signs of split intransitive phenomena. Furthermore, it can be seen that there is a three-way split for intransitive verbs, based on the ability to take possessive marking, which is an option available only to experiencer verbs.7 shown in (i), and that (2) is an antipassive derivation from it. Problems with this analysis are that we have to assume that there is no explicit antipassive morphology on the verb, whereas there is explicit marking of the passive on the verb in that voice, with the prefix to-; that the "antipassive," not the active, clause is used as input to the passive derivation, which cannot appear with object suffixes; that the byphrase in the "antipassive" is still a core argument of the verb, not an oblique (demonstrable by restrictions on time-adverb placement); and that the derived "subject" of an antipassive clause (the patient) behaves differently with respect to relativization than does the derived subject of a passive clause, or the subject of an intransitive verb. For these reasons I have adopted the analysis of Tukang Besi as showing a Philippine-style voice system, not adequately characterizable as either nominativeaccusative with passives or ergative-absolutive with antipassives, with two basic transitive clauses (Maclachlan 1994 
